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REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION 

BOX AF 

Commissioner for Patents 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

Dear Sir: 

This communication is responsive to the Final Office Action dated June 13, 
2001, and the Advisory Action mailed August 30, 2001, concerning the above- 
referenced patent application, 

The Applicant notes with appreciation the courteousness extended by the 
Examiner during the brief telephone interview conducted on September 1 9, 2001 . In 
the Advisory Action, the Examiner withdrew the rejections based on Takehara, but 
maintained the rejections based on Searle, During the interview, a clarification of the 
grounds of rejection based on Searle was obtained. 

It appears that the allowability of the claims over Searle turns on the meaning of 
the term "along" in independent claims 2, 4 and 23, which each recite "arranging a 
plurality of segments in a side-by-side orientation ^long an axis of rotation/' The 
Examiner the position that "along" is a broad term and encompasses segments that are 
"close to" the axis of rotation, even if the axis of rotation does not pass through the ^ 
segments. Therefore, according to. the Examiner, the three segments 2 in Takehara are 
arranged along an axis of rotation (penciled in by the Examiner in the attachment to the 
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Advisory Action), because the three segments 2 are at least "close to" the axis of 
rotation. 

The Applicant respectfully submits that the Examiner is giving the ''arranging a 
plurality of segments in a side-by-side orientation along an axis of rotation" limitation an 
unreasonably broad interpretation. Initially, the Applicant notes that this limitation 
specifies that the segments have a "side-by-side orientation" not that the segments 
have "side-by-side positioning " In other words, the segments must have a common 
("side-by-side") orientation and this common orientation must occur along an axis of 
rotation » 

The Applicant has attached a marked-up copy of the attachment to the Advisory 
Action, which includes Fig. 2 of Searle, In Fig. 2, the first bobbin (now labeled "W") 
and the second bobbin (now labeled "X") are positioned along a first axis (labeled 
"A1 The Applicant disagrees that the segments W, X and Y have a side-by-side 
orientation since they do not sfiare a common axis. However, to the extent that the 
segments W, X and Y have a side-by-side orientation, the Applicant respectfully submits 
that this orientation occurs along the Axis A1 for the segments W and X and along the 
Axis A2 for the segments X and Y. No person of ordinary skill in the art would look at 
the segments W and X or the segments X and Y and consider them to be oriented in 
side-by-side fashion along the axis of rotation which is labeled by the Examiner. 

In view of the foregoing, favorable reconsideration and allowance of the 
application is respectfully requested. Should the Examiner have any remaining 
questions, the Examiner is invited to contact the undersigned at the telephone number 
appearing below. 

The Assistant Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any additional fees 
which may be required regarding this application under 37 C.F.R. §§1.1 16-1.17, or 
credit any overpayment, to Deposit Account No, 06-1447, 
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Respectfully submitted. 




Date 



FOLEY 81 LARDNER 
Firstar Center 

77f7 East Wisconsin Avenue 
Milwaukee, Wisconsin 53202-5367 
Telephone: (414) 297-5769 
Facsimile: (414) 297-4900 



By 



Oal 



David G. Luettgen 
Attorney for Applicant 
Registration No. 39,282 
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